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THE TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 15th January, 1998 


No.T AMP/1/97-JNPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 49 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 
1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby reject the preliminary objection raised in case No. TAMP/1/97-JNPT by 
the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust for the reasons detiiiled in the order tqjpended hereto. 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 26th December 97) 


This case relates to a representation received from the Bombay Custom House Agents' Association that the Jawaharlal 
Nehfu Port Trust (JNPT) has ordered establishment of a new Buffer Yard to be operated by the Central Warehousing Corpo¬ 
ration (CWC), They had objected to the new arrangement on the grounds that it would entail substantial expenditure for the 
exporters and that prior approval of the Tariff Authority had not been obtained for introducing the new tariff, 

2. This representation was preliminarily considered by the Authority. It was felt that after the constitution of the Tariff 
Authority for Major Ports (TAMP), such issues were expected to be referred tO it for prior approval. This procedure did not 
appear to have been followed in this case. In.the event, the Authority desired to know the circumstances in which this was 
done by the JNPT. And, pending fiirther action, the JNPT was directed to keep in abeyance the impugned order. 

3. The JNPT did not comply with the stay order passed by the Authority. In reply, it was stated that the new arrange¬ 
ment ordered had only created a new facilily for easing congestion inside the port; no notified tari^ had been revised or 
altered; no new tariff had been added; the T AMP's jurisdiction would not, therefore, be attracted in this case; and , any 
reference to the TAMP was accordingly considered unnecessary. 

4. The reply of the JNPT was considered by the Authority again on 26 December 97 the JNPT's contentions were found 
unacceptable. The following points stood out in tiiis connection. 

(i) It was not correct for the JNPT to contend that the TAMP had no jurisdiction in this matter. Undisputed, the land 
in reference belonged to the JNPT. It had been leased out to the CWC for carrying out certain (new) activities. The 
TAMP had not been approached in the context of this lease. Therefore, there was a violation of law. 
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(ii) was not relevant v/lieUier or not any existing entry in the Scale of Rates had been amended or whetiter aiiy. new 
entiy had been added. No (Tariff) item that must legitimately come within the purview of the Authority could be 
excluded from its consideration on the ground that it had, for some reason, been excised or excluded from the 
Scale of Rates by any Port Trust. 

(iii) Even if, for ady reason, the JNPT had any preliminary objections (even) about 'Jurisdiction', they ought propeHy tp 
have raised them in the forum of the TAMP instead of ignoring its proceedings. 

5. In the result, and for the reasons given, above, the contentions in reference of the JNPT as also itS preliminary 
objection about the TAMP's jurisdiction in the matter are rejected. The stay order issued earlier is reiterated. The JNPT is 
directed to comply with the stay order and advised to join the proceedings in this case to help this Authority to decide the case 
smoothly and swiftly. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
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